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Disposition of Claims 

4) I3 Claim(s) 1-12 and 14-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-9 and 19-21 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 10-12 and 14-18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities described below. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 12 is indefinite because "to access to the data" is unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 10-12 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 10 recites that the execution means assigns an information code "to the 
ticket printing object action", but as described in the original specification and claims, it 
does not appear that the code is assigned to the printing action. Page 22 (first full 
paragraph) discusses that the ticketing transaction as a whole has a code, but it does 
not discuss the printing action being identified or prioritized in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 18, line 2 is unclear since "the program" lacks antecedent basis. 

Claim 18 is indefinite because it is not clear what is being claimed in the text of 
lines 2-6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 10-12 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smith (2001/0045456) in view of Hale et al (5,689,478) 

Smith shows an objective execution means for executing ticket printing and 
product sales; wherein the execution means assigns an information code to the 
objective action. It is inherent that it does so since it handles a plurality of different 
types of transactions, each which are handled differently and which require different 
action. Therefore it is necessary to provide identification of the type of transaction being 
handled. 

Smith does not explicitly show data communication means, or the data reception 
means. 
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Hale et al show data communication and reception means for communicating 
between a POS and portable terminal. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Smith by providing the communication and 
reception means as taught by Hale in order to facilitate the use of a single user-friendly 
interface usable for multiple types of transactions. 

As to claim 12, as best understood by the examiner, the data communication 
means allows the terminal to access the processing apparatus while the apparatus is 
set to operate a predetermined business menu. 

As to claim 15, Smith in view of Hale show transmitting information identifying the 
buyer (see e.g., Hale). 

As to claim 16, Smith in view of Hale show that when access from one portable 
terminal is established by the communication means the means excludes access by 
others (see e.g., Fig. 15 of Hale permitting interface between POS and only a single 
portable terminal at a time). 

As to claim 17, since Smith in view of Hale show bi-directional data 
communication between the portable terminal and the POS, the system is capable of 
sending the recited programs and data. 

As to claim 18, Smith in view of Hale show all elements of the claim. 

Alternatively, as to claim 18 Smith in view of Hale show all elements except that 
"the program presents performance to the portable electronic terminal being able to 
display a request to send data screen for permitting the portable electronic terminal to 
send the data for data processing with respect to the objective action, and being able to 
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send the data to the data processing apparatus when the data sending is permitted on 
the request to send data screen". However, the examiner takes official notice that to do 
so is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to further modify the apparatus of Smith so that the program 
presents performance to the portable electronic terminal being able to display a request 
to send data screen for permitting the portable electronic terminal to send the data for 
data processing with respect to the objective action, and being able to send the data to 
the data processing apparatus when the data sending is permitted on the request to 
send data screen in order to further facilitate the transfer of data. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven B. McAllister whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 6785. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander G. Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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